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619. Adulteration of tomato catsup. U. S.-v. 75 Cases and 24 Cases of Tomato
Catsup. Default decrees of condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. Nos.
1627, 1659. Sample Nos. 56494-D, 56495-D.)

One lot of this product contained excessive mold, .indicating the presence of
decomposed material. The remaining lot contamed fragments of lalvae and
other filth resulting from worm infestation.

On or about March 12 and 19, 1940, the United States attorneys for the Eastern
District of Texas and the Western District of Texas filed libels against 75 cases
of tomato catsup at Denton, Tex., and 24 cases of tomato catsup at Mexia, Tex.,
alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about
January 27, 1940, by the Howard Terminal from Oakland, Calif.; and charging
-that it was adulterated. It was labeled in part: “Real—Red Brand Tomato
Catsup * * * Stockton Food Products Inc., Stockton, Calif.”

Adulteration was alleged with respect to one lot in that it consisted in whole
or in part of a filthy, putrid, or decomposed substance; and with respect to the
other lot in that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy substance.

" On April 2 and June 13, 1940, no claimant having appeared, judgments of
‘condemnation were entered and the product was ordered destroyed,

620. Adulteration of tomato catsup. U. 8. v. 98 Cases of Tomato Catsup.
Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. D, C. No.
1732. Sample No., 12404-E.)

On April 1, 1940, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
Florida filed a libel against 98 cases, each containing 6 cans, of tomato catsup
at Jacksonville, Fla., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate
commerce. on or about March 5, 1940, by Harcourt, Greene Co. from San Fran-
cisco, Calif. ; and charging that it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole
or in part of a decomposed substance. The article was labeled in part: “Racquet

Brand Tomato Catsup * *_ * Harcourt, Greene Co., Distributors.”
© On April 29, 1940, no claimant having appeared a decree of condemnation
and forfeiture was entered and the product was ordered destroyed. :

G21. Adulteration of tomato catsup. U. S. v. 83 Cases of Tomato Catsup (and
3 other seizure actions against catsup). Default decrees of condemna-
tion and destruction.. (F. D. C. Nos. 1467, 1560, 1713, 2160. Sample Nos.
66747-D, 90821-D, 18365-E, 16604-E.)

All lots of this product contained execessive mold, indicating the presence of
decomposed material. One lot also contained fragments of insect larvae and
other filth resulting from insect infestation.

On or about February 15, March 2, March 27, and June 15, 1940, the United
States attorneys for the District of Kansas and the Dlstrlct of Idaho, filed
libels against 85 cases of tomato catsup at Hillsboro, Kans.; 168 cases at Hutch-
inson, Kans.; and 182 cases at Boise, Idaho, alleging that the article had been
‘shipped in interstate commerce within the period from on or about November
5, 1939, to on or about February 19, 1940. The libels alleged that the shipments,
with one exception, had been made by the Smith Canning Co. from Brigham
and Clearfield, Utah; that one lot had been shipped by the Box Elder Packing
Corporation from Brigham, Utah; and that the article was adulterated. It was
labeled in part: “La Vora Brand [or “Dinnerette Brand”] * * * Distrib-
‘uted By Smith Canning Co., Clearfield, Utah.”

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that portions consisted in whole
or in part of a decomposed substance, and that one portion consisted in whole
or in part of a filthy and decomposed substance,

On March 29, April 3, June 27, and June 29, 1940, no claimant having ap-
peared, Judgments of condemnatlon were entered and the product was ordered
destroyed

622, Adulteration of tomato catsup.' U. S. v. 27 Cases of Tomato Catsup. De-
-fault decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. No. 1597. Sample
Nos. 97367-D, 97369-D, 97370-D.)

On March 9, 1940, the United States attorney for the Ristrict of Idaho filed
a libel agamst 27 cases of tomato catsup at Twin Falls, Idaho, alleging that
the article had been shipped in interstate commerce Wlthm the period from on
or about November 13, 1939, to on or about February 16, 1940, by the Pacific
Fruit Produce Co. from Salt Lake Clty, Utah; and charging that it was
adulterated in that it consisted wholly or in part of a decomposed substance.

The product was labeled in part: “Nation’s Garden Brand Tomato Catsnup
*# % * Packed for Fine Foods, Inc.; Seattle Minneapolis”; or. “Gateway Brand
Tomato Catsup * * * Perry Canmng Co., Pelry, Utah” -
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On April 17, 1940, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

623. Adulteration of tomato catsup. U. S. v. 42 Cases of Catsup. Default
gggezfﬁ )of condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. No. 1993, Sample No.

This product contained fragments of insect larvae and other filth resulting
from insect infestation.

On June 4, 1940, the United Stateg attorney for the District of Wyoming
filed a libel agamst 42 cases of catsup at Sheridan, Wyo., alleging that the
article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about April 20, 1940,
by Woods Cross Canning Co. from Clearfield, Utah; and charging that 1t was
misbranded in that it was canned food and fell below the standard of quality
and condition promulgated by the Secretary of Agriculture, since it consisied
wholly or in part of a filthy substance. The article was labeled in part: “Clear-
field Brand Catsup.”

On June 28, 1940, no claimant having appeared, judgment was entered
finding the product adulterated in that it was composed in whole or in part
of a filthy substance, namely, worm and insect fragments; and the product
was ordered condemned and destroyed.

624. Adulteration of tomato catsup. U, S. v. 40 Cases of Catsup (and 2 other
- seizure actions against tomato catsup). Default decrees of condemna-~
tion and destruetion. (F. D, C. Nos. 1535 1680 1686. Sample Nos. 92328-D,
92378-D, 12403-E.)

One shipment of this product was found to contain excessive mold, one con-
tained worm and insect fragments, and in another shipment both conditions were
found.

On or about February 27, March 23, and March 28, 1940, the United States
attorney for the Eastern District of Louisiana, Eastern District of Virginia, and
Southern District of Texas filed libels against 40 cases of tomato eatsup at New
Orleans, La.; 197 cases at Norfolk, Va.; and 23 cases of the same product at
Houston, Tex., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce
within the period from on or about January 15 to on or about March 2, 1940, from
Oakland, Calif., in part by the Stockton Food Products, Inec.,, and in part by the
Howard Terminal; and charging that it was adulterated. The article was
labeled in part: “Real-Red Brand Tomato Catsup Made in Part from Residual
Tomato Material from Canning. Stockton Food Products Inc., Stockton, Calif.”

The libels alleged adulteration with respect to one shipment in that it consisted
in whole or in part of a decomposed substance: with respect to a second ship-
ment in that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy substance; and with
respect to the third shipment in that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy
and decomposed substance.

On April 12, 22, and 30, 1940, no claimant having appeared, judgments of con-
-demnation were entered and the product wag ordered destroyed.

625. Adulteration and misbranding of tomato catsup. U. S. v. 16 Cases of
Tomato Catsup. Default decree of condemnation and destruction.
(F. D. C. No. 1760. Sample No. 6021-E.)

This product contained excessive mold. The cans failed to bear an accmate
statement of the quantity of the contents since they were labeled “1 1b. 14 0z.”;
whereas they contained about 7 pounds and 2 ounces.

On or about April 16, 1940, the United States attorney for the District of Mon-
tana filed a libel against 16 cases of canned tomato catsup at Butte, Mont., alleg-
ing that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about October
2, 1939, by H. D. Olson from Perry, Utah; and charging that it was adulterated
and misbranded. It was labeled in part: “Gateway Brand * * * Tomato

Catsup * * * Perry Canning Co. Perry,'Utah.”

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted in whole and in

. part of a filthy, putrid, and decomposed substance and was otherwise unfit for
food.

It was alleged to be misbranded in that the statement on the label, “Net Weight
1 1b. 14 oz.,” was false and misleading since the statement was incorrect; and
in that the article was in package form and did not bear an accurate statement
of the quantity of contents.

On May 23, 1940, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation was
entered and the product was ordered destroyed.



